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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
2/20/2007 has been entered. Any well known statements made in the prior office action 
not specifically or adequately traversed are taken as admittance of prior art as per 
MPEP 2144.03. 

Claims 1-5, 7-8,10, 12-15, 17 and 19-20 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1,19, and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

1 . Claims 1,19, and 20 refer to "the network", which should instead be "the wireless 
data and voice network" so as to be consistent with what is recited in the 
preamble of each claim. 

2. "exists" in line 7 of claim 19 should be deleted. 

3. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section i 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented arid 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 7-8,10, 12-15, 17 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Jacobi et al (US 6,584,095) in view of Inoue et al (US 

6,891,819) as evidenced by Powell (US 5,991,617). 

Claim 1: 

Jacobi discloses receiving a communication address request for a temporary 
communication address from a mobile station, i.e. cell phone, by the wireless data and 
voice network, the communication address request including a mobile station's 
equipment identifier (EID) (col 2, lines 46-67), Note that the cited passage discloses a 
registration request for a cell phone, wherein the request uses the cell phone's device 
identifier, i.e. EID, to authenticate the cell phone and the registration request is a 
request for an IP address for the cell phone. 

Jacobi does not explicitly disclose processing the communication address 
request based on a failure count accessed using the mobile station's EID, the failure 
count indicating a number of times the mobile station has been denied registration. 

However, Inoue discloses processing registration requests for mobile computers 
based on a failure count, the failure count indicating the number of times registration 
requests has failed (col 13, lines 10-16). The cited passage also discloses that the 
failure counts corresponds to the mobile computer itself. This implies that the failure 
count is based on a failure count accessed using an identifier which corresponds to the 
mobile computer, i.e. the mobile computer's EID, which indicates the number of times 
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registration has been denied for a particular mobile computer using a particular 
identifier. 

Note that the difference between Jacobi and Inoue's teachings is that Jacobi 
teachings are directed explicitly towards cell phone registrations, where the registration 
is for an address and the registration uses the cell phone's EID. Inoue is directed 
towards mobile computer registration and keeping track of failure counts of the 
registration, the failure count corresponding to the mobile computer. A cell phone is a 
type of mobile computer. However, based on the teachings of both Jacobi and Inoue, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the two teachings 
according to the limitations recited in claim 1. One skilled would have done so by 
incorporating the registration failure teachings of Inoue within Jacobi's invention so as to 
keep track of the number of times an address registration request of the cell phone fails 
based on the cell phone's device identifier, i.e. EID. One skilled would have been 
motivated to do so because it would prevent fraudulent usage of a cell phone by 
allowing detection of possibly stolen or cloned cell phones. As evidenced by Powell, 
cell phone fraud costs the cell phone industry several hundred million dollars a year (col 
1, lines 10-13), thus one skilled would be interested in preventing cell phone fraud. 
Claim 19: 

Jacobi discloses receiving a communication address request for a temporary 
communication address from a mobile station by the wireless data and voice network, 
the communication address request including a mobile station's equipment identifier 
(EID) (col 2, lines 46-67). 
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Jacobi does not explicitly disclose determining a failure count corresponding to 
the mobile station's EID, which indicates a number of times the mobile station has been 
denied registration; and processing the communication address request when the 
failure count corresponding to the mobile station's EID satisfies one of the following 
conditions, (1) not existing and (2) existing but not exceeding a threshold. 

However, as discussed in claim 1, Inoue discloses processing registration 
requests for mobile computers based on a failure count, the failure count indicating the 
number of times registration requests has failed (col 13, lines 10-16). The cited 
passage also discloses that the failure counts corresponds to the mobile computer itself. 
This implies that the failure count is based on a failure count accessed using an 
identifier which corresponds to the mobile computer, i.e. the mobile computer's EID, 
which indicates the number of times registration has been denied for a particular mobile 
computer using a particular identifier. Further, Inoue discloses processing a request by 
the mobile computer when the failure count corresponding to the registration id satisfies 
one of the following conditions, (1) not existing and (2) existing but not exceeding a 
threshold (col 10, lines 15-21; col 13, lines 10-29; col 16, lines 6-20). 

In light of these teachings by both Jacobi and Inoue, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art to combine the two teachings according to the limitations recited 
in claim 19 by processing the registration request of Jacobi, which uses the mobile 
station/cell phone EID in the registration, such that a failure count based upon the 
registration id/EID is tracked upon the EID not existing or existing but not exceeding a 
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threshold. One skilled would have been motivated to combine these two teachings for 
the same reasons discussed in claim 1. 
Claim 20: 

Claim 20 recite limitations substantially similar to what is recited in claim 19 and 
is rejected for similar reasons. 
Claim 2: 

The limitations recited in claim 2 are obvious over what is disclosed by both 
Jacobi and Inoue. Inoue discloses accessing the failure count for the mobile station's 
registration identifier (col 13, lines 10-29 and col 16, lines 6-20). The registration 
identifier as taught by Jacobi is the mobile station's EID (col 2, lines 46-67). Thus the 
limitation of accessing the failure count for the mobile station's EID would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Further, Inoue discloses ignoring the registration request when the failure count 
exceeds a predetermined threshold (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 23-33). Recall the type of 
registration Jacobi was concerned with was a communication address request. Thus, 
the teachings of Jacobi and Inoue would have made obvious the limitation of ignoring 
the communication address request when the failure count exceeds a predetermined 
threshold. 
Claim 3: 

Inoue further discloses continuing with a registration process when the failure 
count does not exceed a predetermined threshold (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 23-33). 
Claims 4 and 12: 
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Inoue discloses incrementing the failure count for the mobile station when during 
the registration process, the registration id is not authenticated (Fig 14). Further, recall 
that with Jacobi's invention, failure to authenticate the registration id means failure to 
authenticate the mobile station since the mobile station's device identifier is used in the 
registration process (col 2, lines 46-67). Thus, the teachings of Jacobi and Inoue 
makes obvious the limitaotin of incrementing the failure count for the mobile station 
when during the registration process the mobile station is not authenticated. 
Claims 5 and 13: 

Inoue further discloses sending a message to the mobile station instructing the 
mobile station not to attempt registration for a predetermined period of time when the 
incremented failure count equals or exceeds the predetermined threshold (col 12, lines 
58-67). 

Claims 7 and 14: 

Jacobi and Inoue do not explicitly disclose decrementing the failure count after a 
predetermined period of time has elapsed from the sending step. However, as 
discussed in a previous office action, this limitation was well known in the art at the time 
applicant's invention was made. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to further modify Jacobi and Inoue's combination invention according to the 
limitations recited in claims 7 and 14. One skilled would have been motivated to do so 
because it would allow a legitimate user and mobile station to be able to attempt 
registration again without the need for manual intervention by an administrator. 
Claims 8 and 15: 
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Claims 8 and 15 recite limitations substantially similar to what is recited in claims 
7 and 14 and are rejected for the same reasons. 
Claims 10 and 17: 

Inoue further discloses incrementing the failure count for the mobile station when 
a failure count was accessed and when during the registration process the registration 
failed (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 17-22), i.e. as per Jacobi's teachings, when the mobile 
station is not authenticated. Inoue further discloses initializing a failure count for the 
mobile station to an initial value when a failure count does not exist for the mobile 
station and when during the registration process authentication has no occurred (Fig 14 
and col 13, lines 10-16), i.e. when the mobile station is not authenticated as per Jacobi's 
teachings. Thus, Jacobi and Inoue makes obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the 
limitations recited in claims 10 and 17. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ponnoreay Pich whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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